“PROCLAMATION

BY THE

Governor of the State of Oexas

TO ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME:

i WHEREAS, the Forty-first Legislature at its Reguler Session passed House Bill
No. 528, being "AN ACT emending Article 6673, Chepter 1, of Title 116, of the Revised
Civil Statutes of Texas, and providing for the control of State Highways of Texas, and
. providing thet no change in the Touting of highways already designated within towns and
cities of more then two hundred (200) populationm, shall be changed without the consent
of the (;om::._ssioners'wcc_)urt of the county wherein said town OF city is situated, and
declaring an em_ergel}cy” ; and,

WHEI—‘EAS said Bill has been vetoed for the reasons set out in the following

gtatement, which has been £i{led with said Bill in the office of the Secretary of State!
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‘_?fﬁh; billmamanéa‘AfpaJ§675/fo{profiae in effect that the Highway
ﬁ‘Cgmﬁissi&ﬁ shall not have' the power to re route any highway in any town or
éity:of more than 200 population, without first having obtained the consent
of the commissioners Court.
$hould this bill become a law the Highway Commission would be without
_vpowér to change any highway through any city or town of more than 200 population
until it had obtalned the consent of the Commissioner's Gourt of the County,
and in all matters of this naftube the Highway Commission would be compelled to
- agk the consent of the County Commissioner's Court.
It is of course the purpose of this bil] to protect investmends that
bave been mede upon the faith and belief in the permanency of the loecation -
of existing hiéhways. I believe that these investﬂents should be protected.
I further believe that the desires and interests of the county and towns effected -
by a road or & change in a road ought to be congidered and given due and fair
regar@, but I do not believe that the change in the route of a highway shou;d
be made to depend solely end absolutely upon the consent of the Commissionef's
Court. Should not the State ageney, the Highway Commission, have at least some
voice in the matter, and especially if State funds are going into the construc;ion
costa It is my judgment that changes in route should be lim&yed.to those "

. instances in which good economy cell for it, and then, if any towns and
.communities are effected the matter should be handled to protect the invested
. property rights effected. Highways are more than a means of travel between
large centers. They should and mgst serve the intermediate towns and ,
communities., ' Making the highway run as the crow flies may be desorable for

through graffig, but I believe that other interests to be effected are likely
of equal, if not Breater importance. None of us want unnecessary and bothersome
curves and angles in the road, especially when no purposé is served. I can't
help but feel for the man who has a life's saving invested in pwoperty on what he
believes to be a permanently located road and is texed to support it, when he
i1s treatened with a possible change that leaves him off of the road. Some of
these instances are doubtless unavoldable, but I‘hope that they can kEmx be reducedé
to a minjmum,

I am not ppposed to a law that properly protects such mattera, but I
believe that it 1s a doubtful public policy to make the matter depend absolutely and

entirelyvupon the consent of the Commissioner's Court and teke the matter

entirely away - from the Highway Commission REPRODUCED FROM THE 4O
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*I'have 'ommjnicated directly with the Bureau of Roads, Washington,

" - through which we a.unually receive about $ 4,500, 000 Federsl Aid, and I beliwwe

',vthat it is fair to aay +hat its attitude is against such legislation in so far
‘as it dffects Federa} Aid Roadss We all know‘that it is the thmeery of
Federal support of roads that the State and Federal Ald Highweys will be
administered by an efficient ahd independent Highway Commlssion.

Tt is to be recalled that so long as highway building was le@t to the
discretion of the Commissioner's Courts of the two hundred and Fifty two counties
in Texas, we did not make much progress towqrd a connected system of State
highways. In order to develop?( a connected system we founft it necessary to
establish the highway Commission and give 1 authority in the matter of routes.
Under this arrangement we have made some progress toward a connected system of
.roads. This bill in effect is to revert back in pert to the former system,
and as to certain matters of route 1t places the discretion entirely and solgly
vﬁifh the commissioner's Court beceuse nothing cen be done in the matters covered
by the emendment without the consent of the court.

A 1law intended to recognlsa the policy of making highways sServe them
territory through which they pass as they go between large centers, and protedt
the property rights thereon would in my judgmen'b bve wise législation and a ‘

pboper policy. I am not opposed to givﬂ(ﬁ the county suthorities a voice, but I

¢ all power in the subject matter should

do not believe that

pe taken from the gtate agency.

ns statea I hever veto this bill. A richRiddic
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s T e h ... NOW, THEREFORE, ENOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT I,
DANMOODY, Governor of the State of Texas, under and by virtue of the authority
' véstqﬁ in me by the Constitution and Laws of this Sfa'be, have vetoed said Bill

for, "c'h.e‘ reasons stated and on file, and do hereby. proclaim said action to have

™ - been takens

IN TESTIMONY WHEREQF, I have hereuni;o
signed my name offi’cially and caused
the seal of State ‘to be impressed

hereon at Auwstin, Texas, this the ] :

\ '
gay of . , A+ D. 1929.

AN

e ~ .. Governor of Texas [4 \




